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IIL An Explanation of the <%ulc for the finding of 
Eafter. In a Letter from thefylrerend Mr]. Jack- 
man to Dr Hans Sloanc, S. S. 

H Aving met witn ieveral Explanations of the Rule for 
Eafter in our Common.Prayer-Book, and two publifh’d 
among the Tranfa&ions of the Royal Society , but none right 
and fufficient 5 and having undoubtedly colle&ed the true 
fenfe of the fame, by comparing the faid Rule and the Ta¬ 
ble for Eafter in the Common Prayer- Book, together, I have 
been perfwaded to communicate it to you* in order to be 
inferred (if you think fit) in the next Philqfophical Tranf- 
aftiom, as here follows. 

The Rule is thus worded, viz. 

Eafter-day & always the ftrft Sunday after the firft full 
Moon , which happens next after the one and twentieth 
day of Marchi And if the fell Moon happens upon a 
Sunday, Eafter-day it the Sunday after. 

For the right underftanding of which it is 
fufficient to obferve, 

i. That the full Moon meant is the 14th day of the 
Moon, according to the Calendar in the Common- 
Prayer-Book, ( which niay be call’d the Church-Kalen- 
dar) counting that day of the Month for the firft of the 
Moon, which hath the Golden Number of the Year 
collateral to it in the firft column of the faid Kalendar. 
And 

2 . That thefe words £ next after Mar. 21. ] are meant 
inclufively, as if it had been faid fnext after the com¬ 
mencement of Mar. 21. ] fo that if the full Moon 
happens on Mar, at. the fame wuft letfae Pafchai 
full Moon, Now 
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Now, in order to prove tbefe Obfervations are both 
right, and fufficient for the underffand ing of the Rule, I 
Stall only fuppofe (what all Men of Senfe and Candour will, 
and all Maintained of Rule tnuft, allow ) That if they are 
neceffary and fufficient to reconcile the Rule with the au- 
thentick Table to find Eajier (from which Practice never 
varies) then are they right'and fufficient. Which being 
premifed, 

i. I prove that the firft Obfervation is neceffary to that 
end: Becaufe, if the Pafcal full Moon be any day before 
or after the 14th of the Moon by tbeChureh-Kalendar, then 
the Rule and the Table will clafh. For 1. If it be any day 
before, then as often as the laid 14th of the Pafchal Moon- 
is a Sunday, that very day, at lateft, mult be Eajier- day by 
the Rule, as being a Sunday after the full Moon therein 
meant: Whereas by the Table and Practice it is not till 
the Sunday after that. Thus Sunday, Apr. 1. this year 
C 1705. ) was the 14th day of the Moon by the Church Ka- 
iendar, and therefore muft have been Eajier-day (or after) by 
the Rule, if the full Moon therein meant had been any day 
before the faid 14th of the Moon, whereas Eajier-day was 
April 8 . by the Table, and accordingly obferv’d. And this 
obliges us not to underffand the true full Moon by the full 
Moon in the Rule, becaufe that happens about four days be¬ 
fore the 14th of the Moon by the Church-Kalcndar. 3. If 
the full Moon meant in the Rule be any day after the '14th 
of the Pafchal Moon by the Church Kalendar, then as of¬ 
ten as the faid 14th happens to be Saturday , and confequent- 
ly the full Moon meant in the Rule to be the Sunday fol¬ 
lowing at fooneft ( that being the very next day ) that 
Sunday cannot be Eajier-day by the Rule y whereas by the 
Table and Practice it is. Thus Saturday, fiprd 4. 1702. was 
the 14th day of the Moon by the Church-Kakn iar 5 and 
therefore if the full Moon meant in the Rule wer e ar y day 
after that, it muff have been on Sunday April 5. at fop'ieff, 
tonfequendy Wfril 12 at fooneft. mult have beta Esjkr-day 
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by the Rule ; whereas April 5. was Eafter-day by the Table 
and Pra&ick : And this evinces the raiftake of thofe, who 
make the 15 th day of the Moon to be the Full in the fenfe 
of the Rule ; as Dr Wallis* Philof. Tratrf. 240. Mr Wright, 
in his Pojlfcript to his Short View of Mr Whifton’/ Chronology, 
&c. and thelntroduffio adChronologiam (Reprinted at Ox 
ford, A. D. 1704.) p 37. 

2* I prove the fecond Obfervation necefiary to the fame 
end ; becaufe a full Moon in the fenfe of the Rule, (viz. 
the 14th day of a Moon by the Church-KalendarJ often 
happens on March 21. and in that cafe the Sunday following' 
is always Eajler day by the Table and Praftke ; whereas it- 
rouft be a month afterby the Rule, unlefs we underhand 
thefe words, [next after March 21.3 as I explain them. 
And this will be the cafe next year (1706.) nor doth the 
proof of this point need the fuppofition of the foregoing, 
(tho* that may now be fairly fuppofed, as being already 
prov'dO for,count you the full Moon how you will, March 
22, can never b c Eafter-day by the Rule, unlefs March 21. 
may be the Pafchal full Moon by the fame; and yet March 
22. is Rafter-day by the Table and Practice, es often as the 
Golden Number is 16, and the Dominical Letter D. 

I am aware that this 2d Obfervation may fcem to many 
forc’d and unnatural; and that, perhaps, might induce forre 
to count the 15th day of the Moon for the Full in the RuIp 8 
and Mr Thornton, Philof. Tranf, 297, to fubftitute March 2c. 
in Leap-years for March 21. neither of which Hypothefer 9 
however, do any fervice, all' things confider’d. The for¬ 
mer indeed would vacate my fecond Obfervation, (March ar. 
never being the 15th day of the Moon by the Church-Ka- 
lendar) but then it would make the Rule notorioufly irre¬ 
concilable with the Table and Practice, as bath been already 
feen. And, as to Mr Thornton % Hypothecs, 1. The only 
colour for it (viz. That at the time of the Council of Nice 
the Vernal Equinox was March 20. in Leap-years, and not 
March 2i. as in Common years ) h, for any thing that S 
know, more likely to be falie than true, and doth by no< 
B b bb b-bbbbtb b b h means 
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means follow from the Intercalation. 2.J[f . this . Colour 
were true, it were too great a nicety to have Been: probably 
regarded by the Church. , 3. -^hi% : Byppthejti^uti \ more, 
force upon the words of the Rule titan mine. And, - toy, 
I i it were adraitted,it would folve the difficulty only m Leap* 
\ears, and my fecond Obfervation would ftill remain n*e- 
ceflary, becauie the cafe happens as well in Common as in 
Leap-years 3 whereof we have an Example in the next year 
('1706.) Nor will my fecond Obfervation be much bog¬ 
gled at by tliofe that know and confider the incluhve way 
of reckoning ufed by the Rowans, and'from them deriv’d to 
all the Latin Churches, and particularly that of England 3 
tor *tis as proper to fay {"next after. MwA 21.] with the 
meaning I contend for, as to fay, Tcrtio (ante) Calendar, 
Nonas vel Idas in the fenfe of the Roman Kalcndar, or, as 
to fay (as our Church doth a little after this Rule for Eajler) 
that Jfienfon-daj/ is forty days after Eajler, intending Eafter * 
day ittelf to be one of thofe forty. And ’tis obfervable in 
this very Rule, that, after it had been faid, tha t Eajler day is 
always the firft Sunday after the full Moon, <&c. ’tis added, 
that if the full Moon happens on a Sunday, Eajler-day is the 
Sunday after 3 which had been a grofs Tautology, if by the 
firft Sunday after the full Moon might not be understood the 
day of the full Moon itfelf,when happening to bcSundaj. And 
jf the Sunday of the full Moon may be fignified by the firft 
Sunday after the full Moon, then the full Moon of March 
21. may be fignified by the full Moon next after March 21. 
3. I prove that my two O.bfervations are fufficient to recon¬ 
cile the Rule and the Tables becaufe I my felt have drawn 
up a Table to find Eajler for ever by the Rule underftood 
according to thofe Obiervations, and in the plain and ob¬ 
vious fence in all other refpeds, and, upon comparing, have 
found it to agree in eve% particular with the Table for the 
fame purpofe in the Common Prayer Book 3 and any body 
elfe may make the fame tryal; which method, if others 
had taken to examine their Explications of the Rule by,they 
muft have difeovered their miftakes*. 

Stornl eigh-houfe^ Old. 13° 1705. HI. Pari 



